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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 3, 5 - 7, 9, 18 - 20, 23, 26 and 28-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gidumal (US 6,296,691) in view of Dodd (US 
6,116,373). 

With regards to claims 1 , 9, 26, 28, 32 and 33, Gidumal teaches a data storage 
device comprising a housing (Figs. 2A and 2B, Item 19); a disc stack assembly (Figs. 
2A and 2B, Item 12) rotatably mounted to the housing, a fluid flow region within the 
housing; and an airflow guide (Figs. 2A and 2B, Item 1 1 ) that projects into the housing 
and comprises an elastic wall in the fluid flow region and the elastic wall having an 
elastic surface (Col. 6, Line 57 - Col. 7, Line 21 ); but fails to disclose wherein the elastic 
wall is a non-permeable elastomeric damping material and . 

On the other hand, Dodd teaches a non-permeable elastomeric material (Figs.1 
and 2, Item 30) being used as a damping material (Col. 2, Lines 30 - 43 and Col.4, 
Lines 4 - 20). The Examiner considers that Dodd inherently teaches the use of a 
curable gel-like elastomeric material (Col.2, Lines 30 - 43). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to employ the Dodd elastomeric material as the Gimudal elastic 
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wall because it would damp the vibrations created by the air flow and the rotation of the 
discs, providing a sound absorbing characteristic to the enclosure. Furthermore, it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material 
on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. 
In re Leshin, 125 USPQ416. 

With respect to claims 3, 6, 20, 28, 30 and 31 , the Examiner considers that it 
would have been an obvious matter of design choice to formed in place the airflow 
guide because it has been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly 
been formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. Howard 
v. Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). 

With regards to claims 5, 7, 18, 19, 23 and 29, Gidumal teaches the limitations 
described in the claims (Figs.1 A - 8; Col.6, Line 57 - Col. 9, Line 35). 

With respect to claims 29 and 31 , the Examiner have given little patentable 
weight to the limitation describing the elastomeric material being extruded because the 
method of forming a device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device 
itself. 

2. Claims 22, 24 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gidumal (US 6,296,691 ) in view of Dodd (US 6,1 16,373), and further in view of 
Izumietal. (US 6,008,965). 

Gidumal and Dodd teach the limitations discussed in a previous rejection, but fail 
to disclose wherein the filtration unit includes a first filter support adjacent the airflow 
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guide and a second filter support spaced from the first filter support to support a filter 
between the two supports. 

On the other hand, Izumi et al. teach a filtration unit (Fig. 6) including a first filter 
support (Fig. 6, Item 32) being an airflow guide and a second filter support (Fig. 6, Item 
39) spaced from the first filter support to support a filter (Fig. 6, Item 40) between the two 
supports; and a first body portion (Fig. 6, Item 43) formed directly to a first edge portion 
of the first filter support to form an inlet portion and a second body portion (Fig.6, Item 
41 ) formed directly to a second edge portion of the first filter support to form an outlet 
portion. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to employ the Izumi et al. configuration with the Gidumal and 
Dodd design because it would provide the versatility of having a airflow guiding system 
and a filtration unit in a same unit. The guiding system would help maintain the flow 
profile in the area of the disk while directing some of the external flow towards the 
filtration unit, in this manner maintaining a clean airflow profile that would help minimize 
vibration on the disk system. 

With respect to claim 24, the Examiner has given little patentable weigh to the 
limitation describing the elastomeric material being extruded because the method of 
forming a device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,207 
Art Unit: 2837 



Page 5 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on October 22, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

The test for combining references is what the combination of disclosures taken 
as a whole would suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art. In re McLaughlin, 1 70 
USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). References are evaluated by what they suggest to one 
versed in the art, rather than by their specific disclosures. In re Bozek, 163 USPQ 
545 (CCPA 1969). In this particular case, Dodd teaches a non-permeable elastomeric 
material being used as a damping material, as described in the claims, and as declared 
by the Applicant on Item 4 of the filed declaration, which reads "The elastomeric 
material of Dodd does not provide a breathable interface or wall."; and further reiterate 
in the filed arguments, on page numbered as 9, first line, which establishes that "the 
damping material 30 of Dodd is non permeable." 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Contact Information 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edgardo San Martin whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-2074. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Walter Benson can be reached on (571) 272-2227. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Edgardo San Martin/ 

Edgardo San Martin 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2837 
Class 181 
January 13, 2009 



